AMENDMENT TO THE DRAWINGS 

Replacement sheet of drawings are enclosed for the Examiner's approval. 
The attached sheet of drawings include changes to Fig. 4. This sheet, which includes 
Fig. 4 replaces the original sheet including Fig. 4. In figure 4, the resultant force F6 is 
shown to pass through the bottom face of the oblique concave portion 24 of the 
ratchet wheel 23. 

In addition, a marked-up copy (with annotations) of the amended figure 4 is 
also enclosed for the Examiner's approval. 
Attachment: 
Replacement Sheet 
Annotated Sheet Showing Changes 
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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

This case has been carefully reviewed and analyzed, and reconsideration 
and favorable action is respectfully requested. 

DRAWING OBJECTION 

The drawings were originally objected to because Figure 4 does not show 
the resultant force F6 passing through the bottom face of the oblique concave portion 
24 of the ratchet wheel 23. 

Responsive to this, Figure 4 is corrected to show the resultant force F6 
passing through the bottom face of the oblique concave portion 24 of the ratchet 
wheel 23. Thus, it is believed that the objection should be removed. 

SPECIFICATION OBJECTION 

The disclosure was originally objected to because of some informalities. 

Responsive to this, the specification is corrected in accordance with the 
Examiner's instruction. Thus, it is believed that the objection should be removed. 

In addition, it is submitted that no new matter is entered. 

CLAIM REJECTION UNDER 35 U.S.C. 112 

Claims 1-5 were originally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way 
as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

Responsive to this, the specification and the claims are carefully and 
completely amended according to the Examiner's instruction to indicate that the 
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horizontal line of the drive portion of the wrench body passes through a center of the 
drive portion of the wrench body and is perpendicular to a longitudinal line of the 
drive portion of the wrench body. Therefore, it is believed that, by the amendments, 
the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph should be removed. 

In addition, it is submitted that no new matter is entered. 

CLAIM REJECTION UNDER 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 

Claims 1-5 were originally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by the applicant's admitted prior art (AAPA). 

Responsive to this, claims 2 and 3 are deleted and claim 1 is amended 
which is substantially the combination of original claims 1-3 so as to make the 
claimed invention more distinguishably patentable over the prior art reference cited 
by the Examiner. Applicant also submits the following comments. 

The claimed invention discloses "a wrench, comprising a wrench body 
having an end formed with a drive portion formed with a receiving portion, a ratchet 
wheel mounted in the receiving portion of the drive portion and having a periphery 
formed with a plurality of oblique concave portions, and a plurality of rollers each 
movably mounted in a respective one of the oblique concave portions of the ratchet 
wheel and each urged on a wall of the receiving portion of the drive portion, wherein: 
an included angle is defined between a bottom face of each of the oblique concave 
portions of the ratchet wheel and a horizontal line of the drive portion of the wrench 
body; the horizontal line of the drive portion of the wrench body passes through a 
center of the drive portion of the wrench body and is perpendicular to a longitudinal 
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line of the drive portion of the wrench body; the included angle is ranged from 5 to 
30 degrees" as disclosed in the amended claim 1. 

With reference to the AAPA reference, the bottom face of the oblique planar 
portion 14 of the ratchet wheel 13 is parallel with the horizontal line "C" of the drive 
portion 1 1 of the wrench body 10. 

In comparison, the AAPA reference does not teach " an included angle is 
defined between a bottom face of each of the oblique concave portions of the ratchet 
wheel and a horizontal line of the drive portion of the wrench body " as disclosed in 
the amended claim 1 of the claimed invention. 

In addition, the AAPA reference does not teach " the horizontal line of the 
drive portion of the wrench body passes through a center of the drive portion of the 
wrench body and is perpendicular to a longitudinal line of the drive portion of the 
wrench body " as disclosed in the amended claim 1 of the claimed invention. 

Further, the AAPA reference does not teach " the included angle is ranged 
from 5 to 30 degrees " as disclosed in the amended claim 1 of the claimed invention. 

Further, the AAPA reference does not teach " the wrench has a. resultant 
driving force passing through an inside of the ratchet wheel " as disclosed in the 
amended claim 4 of the claimed invention. 

Further, the AAPA reference does not teach " the wrench has a resultant 
driving force passing through the bottom face of one of the oblique concave portions 
of the ratchet wheel into the ratchet wheel " as disclosed in the amended claim 5 of 
the claimed invention. 
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Accordingly, from the above mentioned descriptions, it is apparent that the 
claimed invention has disclosed a wrench whose structure and function are quite 
different from and patentably distinguishable over that of the AAPA reference. It is 
believed that the AAPA reference does not provide the elements and objectives as are 
disclosed in the claimed invention. Therefore, it is believed that, the rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) should be withdrawn, and the amended claims 1, 4 and 5 should be 
allowable. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant submits that 
the application is now in a condition for allowance and such action is respectfully 
requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Applicant 



Chih-Ching Hsien 



58, MA YUAN WEST ST. 



TA I CHUNG, TAIWAN 



March 23,2005 
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